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THEORETICAL STRESSES AND ORGANIZATIONAL STRAINS IN THE WORLD 


COMMUNIST MOVEMENT 


Articles in the Soviet press -- particularly the news release on a report 
by Frol Kozlov to the Central Committee Plenum -~ indicate continued ideologi- 
cal friction among the parties of the Communist bloc, 


The resolution of the July Plenary Session that was drafted on the basis of 
the Kozlov report discloses that the assertion of unity and solidarity in the 
Bucharest communique was merely a propaganda facade. 


Further evidence of ideological dissension is presented in a major article 
in the official Central Committee organ, Kommunist. Its authors admit that dif- 
ferences exist between the Communist parties and that feelings of disillusionment 
have been aggravated by Khrushchev's pronouncements in Bucharest counseling 
a review of Marxism-Leninism, 


In their desire to establish a common theoreticai platform for future policy, 
the authors declare that historicai experience should be the sole criterion in as- 
sessing the validity of all theories. 


This attempt of Communist ideologists to work out a modus vivendifor all 
parties of the Communist bloc is fraught with danger because it proclaims freedom 
of action in the interpretation of social processes, At best, its formula of free- 
dom of interpretation will serve to compound the present confusion. 


Note to Regular Recipients of the Soviet Affairs Analysis Service: 


The Institute for the Study of the USSR in Munich, which prepares these 
weekly analyses of important trends and developments, is an academic corporation 
organized under West German laws and observes German academic vacations and 
holidays. Accordingly, this series of weekly analyses will be suspended until 
approximately the beginning of October, 
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THEORETICAL STRESSES AND ORGANIZATIONAL STRAINS IN THE WORLD 


COMMUNIST MOVEMENT 


Recent articles in the Soviet press part culariv an unusuel news 
release on the last day of the July Plenary Sessior of the Party Central 
Committee -- reveal friction between the various ional parties of the 
world Communist bioe and within the 


The subject of the press was by Central Committee 
Secretary Frol Kozlov on the "rssulis ference of Party repre- 
sentatives in Bucharest," The repo: ae placed on tne published agenda, 
and has not has yet been prins<d in « ess. Oddiy enough, it was 
made by Kozlov, who was absent from the Buchares: delegation, and not by 
the loquacious Premier Khrushcre 


On the basis of Kozlov's report, the Centra tsee Plenum 
adopted a resolution "approving" the work of “he Cersra: Committee delegation 
at the Bucharest conference, Also rece ving ‘he scamp of "approval" were 
resolutions which were not even men tne conference press release. 
The Bucharest press reiease reaffirmed tne correctness of the peaceful co- 
existence thesis contained in the "decieration" and in the "peace manifest" 
adopted in Moscow in November 1957, bu: a¢ the same cime vrged vigilance, 
since ''the causes of aggressive wars remain while imperialism continues 
to exist." The resolution adopted by tne Juiy Pienum states, however, that 
"the Communist and workers' parties have confirmed their determination 
to rebuff revisionist, dogma‘ic and left-sectarian devie*ions from Marxism- 
Leninism, and to.combat manifestations of nationalist tendencies..." 
(Pravda, July 17, 1960). Urging continued struggie egainst 'revisionism, 
dogmatism, and sectarianism, " the Central Committee Plenum admitted 

~that they ¢ 


contradict the creative cheracter of Marxism-Lerinism 
and prevent the mobilization of ail the forces of the 
socialist camp and the revobitionary workers and liber~ 
ation movemefK the fight for peace and socialism: 
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This admission is tantamount to a confirmetion of the existence of 

theoretical disarray and serious @ ences both bety 1 individual Com- 
unist parties and within their actual ruiing circles, nere can be no doubt 

that the situation has become acu’ fo swing tne operation performed on 
Leninist dogma by Khrushchev in B: est, The assertion of unity and 
solidarity made in the Bucharest commen was simply propaganda 
facade. This view is supported by the ~nisval «mplas's on unanimity in 
the foreword of the Plerum resol 


The preservation of ideole val amity and tie pele aga 
"revisionist, '' '"dogmatist,'' and" left- sectarian" enemies stand out 
clearly in two leading articles publishea tn Pravda on Juiy 18 and 20, 
1960, "The Right Road to tiie Vict ' of Communism, " and "The Un- 
shakeable Truth of Marxism-Leninism." Tie lavter arcticie is 

ly interesting because it shows tha! t:.e Bocheres? communigue was 
proved also by the state-wide conference of t).e Czechoslovak Communist 
Party, and by Central Comm:**ee Pierums of tne H 

and French parties. That an official Commun i 

Bucharest communique, signed by tweive Par’ 

including the Soviet and Chinese, was s bm 


proval is unprecedented, reveaiing strains within the Communist wu 
organization. Another indication of 
broken down is the failure up to now ofa nur r of the including ‘he 
Chinese Communis: Party, to ada their “ra » ihe series begun 
in Moscow. 


An article on thenry, "Dialectics e+ tne Presert Time," which was 
published in the Party Central Committee cegan Kemmunis® (No, 10, July, 
1960), clearly shows that the present ideciogicei disputes revelve around 
the following questions: Is peaceful co-existence reeliy necessary ? Should 
the thesis of the possibility of zvoiding war be taken sericusl;? Can the 
working class come to power in @ capitalis: co by means ? 

Are Khrushchev's positive answers to these que ns «it the Twenieth Party 
Congress in 1956 really in keeping with Lerinism? 


To dampen the threatened reaction to Knrusnechev's declaration at 
Bucharest that Leninist theory Was ou t-deted, the article tries its best to 
prove the validity of the peacefa “existence concep! and of the pcessibility 
of avoiding war as still good <oniaias doctrine. The avthers of the article, 
editors F, Konstantinov and Kh. Momdzhyan, have “> admit, nowever, 
that differences do exist between the Commiunis® parties on these questions, 
and that the strong feelings aroused have been aggraveied by Khrushechev's 


pronouncements in Bucharest. While the aithors declare that it would be 


ime re; 


. 
‘ 
e 
, 


strange for a Marxist +o think that tne theory ef peaceful co- 
existence practically contradicts Leninism and somehow means 
renounSing the fight against capitalism and “he theory of the 
class struggle, 


and that 


most certainly those people «re iaboring under a delusion who 
think that the formula of aveiding world war under present-day 
conditions and the theory and practice of peaceful co-existence 
by the socialist countries can mean demobilizing *heir peoples 
in the face of the aggressive forces of imperialism, 
they admit that opposing views on the possibility of avoiding war are held by 
various Communist theoreicians: 


is it practicable? Does no’ the Leninis* theory of peaceful co- 
existence contradict the fact that imperialism remains just as 
reactionary and as aggressive as it was forty or forty-five 

years ago? Some of our comrades among writers and Communist 


political figures are asking ques“ions of this kind. 


The article admits aiss tnat there are serious differences of opinion on 
the question of peaceful transition to soc.alism: 


is this transition accompanied in ali cases by an armed uprising 
and civil war? Dees not admission of the possibility of a peace- 
ful transition to socialism in one country or another carry with it 
a certain danger that ‘he expioited masses will be ideologically 
disarmed, lulled into passivity and hypnotized in the face of a 
fully armed enemy ? 


The writers of the article are Communis: ideologists striving to 
maintain and fortify the leading positipn of the Kremlin in the world Com- 
munist movement and at the same time to produce « theoretical modus 
vivendi. They want to box in the passicns which have flared up over these 

roblems. But, as they defend the concepts propounded at the Twentieth 

arty Congress, they reconstruct them "dialé:tically'" in such a manner as 
to change their meaning completely. They assert that peaceful co-existence 
is, in fact, the road to a socialist and Communist system. 


the fight for peace is in line with tie deepes? interests of the 
peoples and bands the working masses in the capitalist countries 
together for the fight for socialist reorgan%zation. 


(more) 
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